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the United States by the continuing
proliferation of weapons of mass de-
struction and their means of delivery. I
am enclosing a copy of the Executive
order that I have issued exercising
these authorities.
WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 28, 1998.

———

REPORT OF THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA’S FISCAL YEAR 1999
BUDGET REQUEST ACT—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—
PM 150

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs.

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with section 202(c) of
the District of Columbia Financial Re-
sponsibility and Management Assist-
ance Act of 1995, I am transmitting the
District of Columbia’s Fiscal Year 1999
Budget Request Act.

This proposed Fiscal Year 1999 Budg-
et represents the major programmatic
objectives of the Mayor, the Council of
the District of Columbia, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia Financial Responsi-
bility and Management Assistance Au-
thority. It also meets the financial sta-
bility and management improvement
objectives of the National Capital Re-
vitalization and Self-Government Im-
provement Act of 1997. For Fiscal Year
1999, the District estimates revenues of
$5.230 billion and total expenditures of
$5.189 billion resulting in a $41 million
budget surplus.

My transmittal of the District of Co-
lumbia’s budget, as required by law,
does not represent an endorsement of
its contents.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, July 28, 1998.

————

REPORT CONCERNING THE ONGO-
ING EFFORTS TO MEET THE
GOALS SET FORTH IN THE DAY-
TON ACCORDS—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT—PM 151

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

To the Congress of the United States:
Pursuant to section 7 of Public Law
105-174, I am providing this report to
inform the Congress of ongoing efforts
to meet the goals set forth therein.
With my certification to the Con-
gress of March 3, 1998, I outlined ten
conditions—or benchmarks—under
which Dayton implementation can con-
tinue without the support of a major
NATO-led military force. Section 7 of
Public Law 105-174 urges that we seek
concurrence among NATO allies on: (1)
the benchmarks set forth with the
March 3 certification; (2) estimated
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target dates for achieving those bench-
marks; and (3) a process for NATO to
review progress toward achieving those
benchmarks. NATO has agreed to move
ahead in all these areas.

First, NATO agreed to benchmarks
parallel to ours on May 28 as part of its
approval of the Stabilization Force
(SFOR) military plan (OPLAN 10407).
Furthermore, the OPLAN requires
SFOR to develop detailed criteria for
each of these benchmarks, to be ap-
proved by the North Atlantic Council,
which will provide a more specific basis
to evaluate progress. SFOR will de-
velop the benchmark criteria in coordi-
nation with appropriate international
civilian agencies.

Second, with regard to timelines, the
United States proposed that NATO
military authorities provide an esti-
mate of the time likely to be required
for implementation of the military and
civilian aspects of the Dayton Agree-
ment based on the benchmark criteria.
Allies agreed to this approach on June
10. As SACEUR General Wes Clark tes-
tified before the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee June 4, the develop-
ment and approval of the criteria and
estimated target dates should take 2 to
3 months.

Third, with regard to a review proc-
ess, NATO will continue the 6-month
review process that began with the de-
ployment of the Implementation Force
(IFOR) in December 1995, incorporating
the benchmarks and detailed criteria.
The reviews will include an assessment
of the security situation, an assess-
ment of compliance by the parties with
the Dayton Agreement, an assessment
of progress against the benchmark cri-
teria being developed by SFOR, rec-
ommendations on any changes in the
level of support to civilian agencies,
and recommendations on any other
changes to the mission and tasks of the
force.

While not required under Public Law
105-174, we have sought to further uti-
lize this framework of benchmarks and
criteria for Dayton implementation
among civilian implementation agen-
cies. The Steering Board of the Peace
Implementation Council (PIC) adopted
the same framework in its Luxembourg
declaration of June 9, 1998. The dec-
laration, which serves as the civilian
implementation agenda for the next 6
months, now includes language that
corresponds to the benchmarks in the
March 3 certification to the Congress
and in the SFOR OPLAN. In addition,
the PIC Steering Board called on the
High Representative to submit a report
on the progress made in meeting these
goals by mid-September, which will be
considered in the NATO 6-month re-
view process.

The benchmark framework, now ap-
proved by military and civilian imple-
menters, is clearly a better approach
than setting a fixed, arbitrary end date
to the mission. This process will
produce a clear picture of where inten-
sive efforts will be required to achieve
our goal: a self-sustaining peace proc-
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ess in Bosnia and Herzegovina for
which a major international military
force will no longer be necessary. Expe-
rience demonstrates that arbitrary
deadlines can prove impossible to meet
and tend to encourage those who would
wait us out or undermine our credi-
bility. Realistic target dates, combined
with concerted use of incentives, lever-
age and pressure with all the parties,
should maintain the sense of urgency
necessary to move steadily toward an
enduring peace. While the benchmark
process will be useful as a tool both to
promote and review the pace of Dayton
implementation, the estimated target
dates established will be notional, and
their attainment dependent upon a
complex set of interdependent factors.

We will provide a supplemental re-
port once NATO has agreed upon de-
tailed criteria and estimated target
dates. The continuing 6-month reviews
of the status of implementation will
provide a useful opportunity to con-
tinue to consult with Congress. These
reviews, and any updates to the esti-
mated timelines for implementation,
will be provided in subsequent reports
submitted pursuant to Public Law 105—
174. T look forward to continuing to
work with the Congress in pursuing
U.S. foreign policy goals in Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 28, 1998.

————

REPORT CONCERNING THE CON-
TINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
IRAQ—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT—PM 152

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

To The Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the
anniversary date of its declaration, the
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a
notice stating that the emergency is to
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice,
stating that the Iraqi emergency is to
continue in effect beyond August 2,
1998, to the Federal Register for publica-
tion.

The crisis between the United States
and Iraq that led to the declaration on
August 2, 1990, of a national emergency
has not been resolved. The Government
of Iraq continues to engage in activi-
ties inimical to stability in the Middle
East and hostile to United States in-
terests in the region. Such Iraqi ac-
tions pose a continuing unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national se-
curity and vital foreign policy inter-
ests of the United States. For these
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reasons, I have determined that it is
necessary to maintain in force the
broad authorities necessary to apply
economic pressure on the Government
of Iraq.
WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 28, 1998.

———

REPORT OF THE CORPORATION
FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING FOR
FISCAL YEAR 1997—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT—PM 153

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

To The Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the Public Broad-
casting Act of 1967, as amended (47
U.S.C. 396(i)), I transmit herewith the
Annual Report of the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting (CPB) for Fiscal
Year 1997 and the Inventory of the Fed-
eral Funds Distributed to Public Tele-
communications Entities by Federal
Departments and Agencies: Fiscal Year
1997.

Thirty years following the establish-
ment of the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting, the Congress can take
great pride in its creation. During
these 30 years, the American public has
been educated, inspired, and enriched
by the programs and services made pos-
sible by this investment.

The need for and the accomplish-
ments of this national network of
knowledge have never been more ap-
parent, and as the attached 1997 annual
CPB report indicates, by ‘‘Going Dig-
ital,” public broadcasting will have an
ever greater capacity for fulfilling its
mission.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, July 29, 1998.

———

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE
RECEIVED DURING RECESS

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 7, 1997, the Sec-
retary of the Senate on July 29, 1998,
during the recess of the Senate, re-
ceived a message from the House of
Representatives announcing that the
House agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
629) to grant the consent of the Con-
gress to the Texas Low-Level Radio-
active Waste Disposal Compact.

——————

MEASURE PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time and placed on the calendar:

H.R. 4250. An act to provide new patient
protections under group health plans.
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, which were referred as indi-
cated:

EC-6232. A communication from the Assist-
ant to the Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule regarding Truth in
Savings disclosures (Docket R-0869) received
on July 24, 1998; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-6233. A communication from the Chief
of the Regulations Unit of the Internal Rev-
enue Service, Department of Treasury,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule regarding employer plans to reflect
changes to Section 457 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code (Rev. Proc. 98-41) received on July
27, 1997; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-6234. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Regulatory Management
and Information, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of two rules regarding air pollution
standards for pulp and paper production and
technical amendments to OMB control num-
bers (FRLb5799-8) received on July 27, 1998; to
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

EC-6235. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety Zone;
Gloucester Harbor Fireworks Display,
Gloucester Harbor, Gloucester, MA”’ (Docket
01-98-080) received on July 27, 1998; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6236. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Boeing Model 747-100 Series Airplanes’
(Docket 97-NM-82-AD) received on July 27,
1998; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6237. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Direc-
tives; McDonnell Douglas Helicopter Sys-
tems Model 369A, 369D, 369E, 369F, 369FF,
369H, 369HE, 369HM, 369HS, 500N, 600N, and
OH-6A Helicopters” (Docket 98-SW-22-AD) re-
ceived on July 27, 1998; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-6238. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of
Class E Airspace; Wilmington Clinton Field,
OH” (Docket 98-AGL-31) received on July 27,
1998; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6239. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of Class
E Airspace; Prairie Du Chien, WI” (Docket
98-AGL-32) received on July 27, 1998; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6240. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of Class
E Airspace; Faribault, MN”’ (Docket 98-AGL-
26) received on July 27, 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-6241. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
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port of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of Class
E Airspace; Marshall, MN”’ (Docket 98-AGL-
33) received on July 27, 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-6242. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Amendment to Class
E Airspace; Cambridge, NE’ (Docket 98-
ACE-11) received on July 27, 1998; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6243. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Amendment to Class
E Airspace; Gordon, NE” (Docket 98-ACE-9)
received on July 27, 1998; to the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-6244. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Amendment to Class
E Airspace; Scottsbluff, NE’ (Docket 98-
ACE-18) received on July 27, 1998; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6245. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Amendment to Class
E Airspace; Kimball, NE” (Docket 98-ACE-
10) received on July 27, 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-6246. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Remove Class E Air-
space and Establish Class E Airspace;
Springfield, MO” (Docket 98-ACE-20) re-
ceived on July 27, 1998; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-6247. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment to Class
E Airspace; Knoxville, IA” (Docket 98-ACE-
12) received on July 27, 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-6248. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Amendment to Class
E Airspace; Ainsworth, NE” (Docket 98-
ACE-16) received on July 27, 1998; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6249. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of Jet
Route J-502; VOR Federal Airway V-444; and
Colored Federal Airways Amber 2 and Amber
15; AK” (Docket 98-AAL-8) received on July
27, 1998; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6250. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Establishment of
Class E Airspace; Waupun, WI” (Docket 98-
AGL-27) received on July 27, 1998; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6251. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Establishment of
Class E Airspace; Richland Center, WI”
(Docket 98-AGL-30) received on July 27, 1998;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-6252. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of Class



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-02T12:18:06-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




